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defying the Commonwealth law after its legality had Chapter
been asserted by the High Court. Mr. Lang was then yn>
asked by the Governor to withdraw his illegal instruc-
tions, and on refusal was removed from office, and a
new Government appointed which was triumphantly
upheld by the electorate. It was clear that in addition
to his duty to the law the Governor owed a clear duty
to the electorate to give them the decision whether or
not they would defy the Commonwealth and refuse to
pay their debts to holders of State stocks. No such
proposal had been before the electors at the election of
1930, when a great majority was given to Mr. Lang on
the strength of wild promises of prosperity under his
regime, and there was overwhelming evidence in the
results of the elections in the State for the Common-
wealth Parliament at the dissolution at the close of
1931 that the opinion of the electorate was not in
favour of the Government's policy of repudiation.
Marked skill was displayed in the handling of the
situation by the Governor, who had refused to be
induced to act until the issue of illegality became quite
clear. Obviously so long as he was not asked to acquiesce
in illegal action it would have been unconstitutional to
dismiss his ministry, and any such action might have
defeated its own purpose by rallying to the Govern-
ment the votes of many electors who would object to
the Governor's intervention in the affairs of the State.
The precedent is of interest in its bearing on the
problem presented by the passage by the Dail Eireann
of a bill to eliminate not merely the oath required by
Article 3 of the constitution, but also the rule of the
constitution that the treaty of 1921 binds the Free
State and governs all the terms of the constitution.

